
IN LIEU OF 
DIRECTORS’ MEETING

 MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2006

I. MAYOR 

*1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng will be joined by U.S. Cellular 
representatives at a news conference at 9:30 a.m. 09/21/06 at McPhee
Elementary School.

   
*2. Washington Report - September 15, 2006. 

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE/BUDGET

*1. Material from Steve Hubka - RE: September Sales Tax. 

HEALTH 

*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Clean Up Litter From Shorelines Of Local Lakes-Join
volunteers worldwide as part of the International Coastal Cleanup.

PLANNING 

*1. Response E-Mail from Jean Walker to Ben Schiltz - RE: Support: County 
Special Permit #06051, Nebraska Motorplex race track.  

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION ....

*1. Use Permit #06005 (South 40th Street and Yankee Hill Road) Resolution No.
PC-01016.

*2. Special Permit #06048 (North 48th Street & Cornhusker Highway) Resolution 
No. PC-01014.

*3. Comprehensive Plan Conformance No. 06011 (Permanent Conservation 
Easement - People’s City Mission, NW corner of 2nd Street and S Street, and
2nd Street between Q and R Streets) Resolution No. PC-01015.
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*4. Special Permit No. 06046 - Dakota Springs Community Unit Plan (S.W. 2nd

Street and W. Saltillo Road) Resolution No. PC-01017. 

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES 

*1. Response E-Mail from Scott Opfer to Mr. Restau - RE: 27th & Sumner 
Pedestrian Signal.

*2. E-Mail from Nicole Fleck-Tooze - RE: Clarification regarding 06R-181 
(Approved 9/18).

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY

*1. Combined Weed Program - City of Lincoln - August 2006 Monthly Report.

III. CITY CLERK 
  

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE 

ANNETTE McROY 

1. Request to Harry Kroos, Public Works & Utilities Dept.-Sidewalks - 
RE: Sidewalk Repair (RFI#172 - 8/17/06)  

V. MISCELLANEOUS

*1. E-Mail from Ronald Hense - RE: In support of Motorsports Facility in
Lancaster County.

*2. E-Mail from David Zachek - RE: In support of Motorsports Facility in
Lancaster County.

*3. E-Mail from Justin Willadsen - RE: In support of Motorsports Facility in
Lancaster County.

*4. E-Mail from David Newman - RE: In support of Motorsports Facility in
Lancaster County. 
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*5. E-Mail from Justin Pfeiffer - RE: In support of Motorsports Facility in
Lancaster County. 

*6. E-Mail from Joshua Ekstrum - RE: In support for Mr. Greg Sanford and the
building of a NHRA drag strip.

*7. E-Mail from Tom Weksser - RE: Strongly urge you to oppose Zoning Change
Pius X for the following reasons.

*8. 5 E-Mails from Shannon McGovern - RE: In support of the Drag strip in
Lancaster County.    

*9. E-Mail from Chris Stokes, OMALiNK, Inc. - RE: Press Release - OMALiNK
Can Now Serve Lincoln, PSC Reverses Decision-Company Affirms
Limousine Authority, and Gains Open Class Authority to Operate its Vans
within Lincoln.  

         *10. E-Mail from Wayne Boles - RE: City Funding. 

         *11. E-Mail from Tom & Twyla Hansen - RE: Railroad Crossing at 44th &
Cornhusker Hwy.

         *12. E-Mail from Ben Schiltz - RE: Nebraska Motorplex race track.

         *13. Letter from George Green, President, Capital Humane Society Board of
Directors - RE: Writing on behalf of Capital Humane Society with a concern
about the Council’s response to the comments of Mr. Meyer during the
Council Meeting of September 11, 2006.

         *14. E-Mail from Sheila Wall - RE: Downzoning 40th & A Neighborhood.

VI.  ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER UNTIL OCTOBER 2, 2006. 
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TRANSPORTATION 
Senate unanimously passes port security bill 
with additional funds for transit security.  The 
measure (HR 4954) is designed to assist U.S. 
ports in preventing terrorists from using sea 
cargo containers to smuggle a weapon of 
mass destruction into the United States.  With 
the federal government focusing much of its 
resources on air security, many experts have 
insisted that ports are now among the most 
vulnerable targets. 
 
The measure would authorize $400 million 
annually through FY 2011 at the Department 
of Homeland Security (DHS) for port 
security, as well as $213 million per year 
through FY 2010 for the Customs-Trade 
Partnership Against Terrorism, which is a 
voluntary program that rewards trusted 
shippers with fewer inspections. 
 
Senators added $3.4 billion in DHS grants for 
mass transit security enhancements.  Under 
the measure, the Federal Transit 
Administration would create a vulnerability 
assessment system for the nation’s transit 
agencies and DHS would distribute the funds 
based on need from the information they 
receive.  Eligible activities include: tunnel 
protection, chemical, biological, radiological, 
and explosive detection systems, and 
surveillance technologies as well as perimeter 
security programs.  Another $1.2 billion in 
rail security was also added to the port bill, 
with more than half of those funds earmarked 
for tunnel safety and security enhancements 
at New York’s Penn Station, which is visited 
by over 500,000 commuters daily. 
 
The bill also includes an amendment to 
require Voice over Internet Protocol (VoIP) 
providers to offer E-911 service to their 
customers.  The language also preserves the 
ability of states and local governments to 
assess fees from VoIP providers for 

emergency 911 services. 
 
The House passed its version in May but it 
does not include rail and transit funding or the 
VoIP provision.  Differences between the two 
chambers’ bills will likely lead to a difficult 
conference.  The House and Senate hope to 
conference the bill promptly, however, with 
only nine days left in session and a tightly 
packed congressional calendar; negotiations 
are not expected to begin until Congress 
returns for its lame-duck session in 
November. 
  
GOVERNMENT REFORM 
House passes earmark reform rule.  The 
House approved a change (HR Res 1000) to 
its rules that will prohibit the House from 
considering any bill reported by Committee 
or any conference report unless the committee 
report or conference report accompanying the 
bill includes a list of all of the bill’s earmarks 
and the name of the Member who requested 
each earmark.  The House approved the rules 
change 245-171 despite the objections of the 
Appropriations Committee, who believe that 
their earmarks are being held to a more 
stringent standard than other committees, and 
the Democratic leadership, who believe the 
measure does not go far enough. 
 
As passed by the House, the bill defines an 
earmark as a provision in a bill requiring the 
expenditure of funds to benefit a specific 
entity or a revenue-losing provision in a bill 
that would benefit a single entity.  In the case 
of local governments, such a provision would 
be considered an earmark only if it “specifies 
the specific purpose for which the designated 
budget authority is to be expended.”   At this 
point, it remains unclear how committee 
reports will address situations in which more 
than one Member requested the same earmark 
and how conference reports will address 
situations in which a House Member and a 

CITY OF 
LINCOLN 
Washington 

Office 

Volume 12, Issue 23 
September 15, 2006 

WASHINGTON REPORT 

SENATE CLEARS PORT SECURITY MEASURE 
TRANSPORTATION..................1 

GOV’T REFORM........................1 

WATER RESOURCES ...............2 

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES........2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

INSIDE: 

_________ 
 

Washington Report 
_________ 

 
Archived at: 

www.capitaledege.com/
archive.html  
_________ 

 
 

Carolyn C. Chaney 
Washington Assistant 
chaney@capitaledge.com  

 
Christopher F. Giglio 

giglio@capitaledge.com 
 

Amanda Carvajal 
acarvajal@capitaledge.com 

 
 
 

1212 New York Ave., NW 
Suite 250 

Washington, DC 20005 
 

(202) 842-4930 
Fax: (202) 842-5051 

 



 

Senator have requested the same earmark.  
Appropriators also object to the fact that an 
arm of the tax-writing committee will 
make the final decision on whether a 
provision falls under this rule. 
 
Supporters of the measure argue that it will 
bring greater accountability and openness 
to House proceedings and address public 
concerns about earmarking and lobbying 
that arose earlier this year in the wake of 
the Jack Abramoff scandal. 
 
Opponents, led by the Democratic 
leadership and Rules Committee 
Democrats, counter that the measure it too 
little, too late and is a poor substitute for 
comprehensive lobbying and earmark 
reform legislation.  The House and Senate 
have both passed such legislation but a 
House-Senate Conference Committee has 
been unable to resolve the differences 
between the two bills.  Opponents also 
argue that the rules change is full of 
loopholes, saying that it could be avoided 
by skipping Committee consideration of a 
bill and bringing it directly to the House 
floor or by adding earmarks in a manager’s 
amendment once the bill has reached the 
House floor.  They also point out that the 
new rule allows the Rules Committee to 
disallow procedural challenges to a bill 
under this rule. 
 
WATER RESOURCES 
Quest to approve WRDA bill this year 
picks up momentum.  Breaking a long 
stalemate over reauthorization of the Water 
resources Development Act (WRDA), the 
House officially named conferees to a 
House-Senate committee that will iron out 
the differences between the two competing 
measures. 
 
Traditionally, Congress approves a WRDA 
bill – which authorizes flood control, 
navigation, and other water-related projects 
-- every two years, but arguments over the 
manner in which the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers administers flood control 
projects has prevented a bill from 
becoming law since 2000.  Proponents of 
“Corps reform” such as Senators John 
McCain (R-AZ) and Russ Feingold (D-WI) 
have hoped to include stringent measures 
that would mandate independent reviews 
of the environmental and economic effects 
of the projects. 
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In addition to Corps reform, conferees 
must address the cost differences 
between the two bills.  The Senate 
version (S 728) is currently $2 billion 
more expensive than the House version 
(HR 2864).  Also at issue are concerns 
from Members of Congress of Gulf 
Coast states over hurricane protection of 
levees. 
 
The Senate is expected to name 
conferees shortly.  Staff from the House 
and Senate have already started work on 
a compromise, and there are reports that 
a package for consideration could be 
ready as soon as September 21. 
 
In a related item, a House subcommittee 
approved two bills this week regarding 
dam safety.  The House Transportation 
and Infrastructure Subcommittee on 
Economic Development, Public 
Buildings, and Emergency Management 
considered legislation (HR 4981) that 
would authorize $12.7 million annually 
through 2011 for dam safety programs.  
Currently FEMA is authorized to expend 
approximately $8.6 million per year for 
dam safety programs.  The bill would 
also require the Corps of Engineers to 
maintain and update a National Dam 
Inventory. 
 
The subcommittee also approved a 
measure (HR 1105) that would authorize 
$350 million in grants to states and local 
governments for dam repair.  The grant 
program would be established at FEMA, 
and the federal share of a project could 
not exceed 65 percent. 
 
The Senate has language on dam safety 
similar to that of HR 4981 in its pending 
WRDA bill, while the companion bill in 
the Senate (S 2444) to HR 1105 has yet 
to be considered. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, September 15, 2006: 
HUD has published a notice that it has 
reopened the Lead Hazard Reduction 
Demonstration Program since a technical 
error in the first notice (March 8, 2006) 
resulted in an insufficient number of 
eligible applicants.  HUD now has 
approximately $39 million in FY 2006 
funds remaining and expects to make 
between 10-15 new awards. The 
deadline for applications is October 31, 
2006.  Pages 54554-54564 of the 
Federal Register. 
 
  



             Actual Compared to 
           Projected Sales Tax Collections

VARIANCE
2006-07 2006-07 FROM $ CHANGE % CHANGE

PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED FR. 05-06 FR. 05-06
SEPTEMBER $4,424,347 $4,546,247 $121,900 ($3,081) -0.07%

OCTOBER $4,619,540
NOVEMBER $4,619,540
DECEMBER $4,321,330
JANUARY $4,435,191

FEBRUARY $5,628,031
MARCH $4,115,294
APRIL $3,909,258
MAY $4,559,898
JUNE $4,402,660
JULY $4,446,036

AUGUST $4,738,824

TOTAL $54,219,949 $4,546,247 $121,900 -$3,081 -91.62%



CITY OF LINCOLN
GROSS SALES TAX COLLECTIONS 
(WITH REFUNDS ADDED BACK IN)

2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,844,150 $4,239,938 $4,453,875 $4,648,160 4.36% $4,630,210 -0.39% $4,573,597 -1.22%

OCTOBER $4,116,763 $4,464,191 $4,670,587 $4,706,690 0.77% $4,823,369 2.48%

NOVEMBER $4,125,824 $4,407,744 $4,526,166 $4,687,792 3.57% $4,799,275 2.38%

DECEMBER $3,855,906 $4,034,958 $4,314,111 $4,500,338 4.32% $4,511,403 0.25%

JANUARY $4,140,990 $4,046,633 $4,335,924 $4,264,010 -1.66% $4,342,902 1.85%

FEBRUARY $4,982,568 $5,224,986 $5,531,405 $6,086,841 10.04% $5,797,893 -4.75%

MARCH $3,908,567 $4,076,943 $3,980,041 $4,158,874 4.49% $4,247,908 2.14%

APRIL $3,641,403 $3,711,803 $3,889,388 $4,097,988 5.36% $3,991,159 -2.61%

MAY $3,949,873 $4,184,028 $4,602,788 $4,730,317 2.77% $4,543,369 -3.95%

JUNE $3,856,119 $4,169,550 $4,599,245 $4,557,735 -0.90% $4,539,614 -0.40%

JULY $4,033,350 $4,105,554 $4,391,257 $4,519,466 2.92% $4,655,061 3.00%

AUGUST $4,231,174 $4,402,156 $4,893,438 $4,803,665 -1.83% $4,991,723 3.91%

TOTAL $48,686,688 $51,068,484 $54,188,225 $55,761,877 2.90% $55,873,886 0.20% $4,573,597 -1.22%#DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0!
Year to date vs.

 previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
NET SALES TAX COLLECTIONS

2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR.
2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR 2006-2007 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,197,606 $4,191,407 $4,383,878 $4,512,303 2.93% $4,549,328 0.82% $4,546,247 -0.07%

OCTOBER $3,737,474 $4,399,587 $4,560,394 $4,541,471 -0.41% $4,464,503 -1.69%

NOVEMBER $3,993,488 $4,273,655 $4,306,712 $4,586,261 6.49% $4,625,303 0.85%

DECEMBER $3,615,893 $3,857,499 $3,923,666 $4,174,828 6.40% $4,505,085 7.91%

JANUARY $4,066,908 $3,740,166 $4,276,609 $4,043,044 -5.46% $4,073,189 0.75%

FEBRUARY $4,473,291 $5,163,582 $5,208,187 $5,692,517 9.30% $5,724,498 0.56%

MARCH $3,480,060 $4,059,342 $3,957,283 $4,059,634 2.59% $4,082,038 0.55%

APRIL $3,307,525 $3,429,942 $3,690,371 $4,028,088 9.15% $3,794,477 -5.80%

MAY $3,773,581 $3,908,947 $4,447,001 $4,608,034 3.62% $4,376,803 -5.02%

JUNE $3,728,951 $4,030,637 $4,404,651 $4,522,924 2.69% $4,525,529 0.06%

JULY $3,851,488 $3,542,215 $4,349,171 $4,356,468 0.17% $4,615,569 5.95%

AUGUST $4,167,224 $4,060,288 $4,361,554 $4,655,637 6.74% $4,934,023 5.98%

TOTAL $45,393,489 $48,657,267 $51,869,477 $53,781,209 3.69% $54,270,346 0.00% $4,546,247 -0.07%
Year to date vs.
previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
SALES TAX REFUNDS

2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR 2006-2007 YEAR

SEPTEMBER ($646,545) ($48,531) ($69,997) ($135,858) 94.09% ($80,882) -40.47% ($27,350) -66.19%

OCTOBER ($379,290) ($64,605) ($110,193) ($165,219) 49.94% ($358,866) 117.21% ($166,695) -53.55%

NOVEMBER ($132,336) ($134,088) ($219,454) ($101,531) -53.73% ($173,972) 71.35%

DECEMBER ($240,014) ($177,459) ($390,445) ($325,510) -16.63% ($6,319) -98.06%

JANUARY ($74,082) ($306,467) ($59,315) ($220,967) 272.53% ($269,713) 22.06%

FEBRUARY ($509,277) ($61,404) ($323,218) ($394,324) 22.00% ($73,395) -81.39%

MARCH ($428,507) ($17,601) ($22,759) ($99,240) 336.05% ($165,869) 67.14%

APRIL ($333,878) ($281,861) ($199,018) ($69,900) -64.88% ($196,682) 181.38%

MAY ($176,292) ($275,081) ($155,787) ($122,283) -21.51% ($166,567) 36.21%

JUNE ($127,168) ($138,914) ($194,593) ($34,811) -82.11% ($14,085) -59.54%

JULY ($181,863) ($563,339) ($42,086) ($162,998) 287.30% ($39,492) -75.77%

AUGUST ($63,949) ($341,868) ($531,884) ($148,028) -72.17% ($57,700) -61.02%

TOTAL ($3,293,201) ($2,411,218) ($2,318,751) ($1,980,668) -14.58% ($1,603,541) 0.00% ($194,044) -55.87%
Year to date vs.
previous year
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: September 18, 2006

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Harry Heafer, 441-8035

 

CLEAN UP LITTER FROM  SHORELINES OF LOCAL  LAKES 
Join volunteers worldwide as part of the International Coastal Cleanup

 
Volunteers are needed to help clean litter from shorelines of area lakes for this year's

International Coastal Cleanup.  Keep Lincoln & Lancaster County Beautiful is recruiting individuals,

groups, organizations, clubs and businesses to participate in this effort to help keep the lakes clean of litter,

some of which has the potential to harm wildlife.  

Over 8.2 million pounds of trash was collected during last year's International Coastal Cleanup,

which involved people in 100 countries and all 55 U.S. states and territories.  In Lancaster County, 134

volunteers cleaned the shorelines of six area lakes and collected nearly 3,000 pounds of trash.

If your group or organization is interested in conducting a clean up of an area lake, contact Harry

Heafer at the Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department, 441-8035.  Clean ups must be completed by

October 15.  

“The shorelines and areas around six Salt Valley lakes were cleaned up last year by several

volunteer groups,” said Harry Heafer, Keep Lincoln & Lancaster County Beautiful Coordinator.  "They did

a great job cleaning up all kinds of litter including fishing line, lures, bobbers, old bait containers, small

propane canisters, plastic bottles, aluminum cans and cigarette butts and packages.”

Volunteers are provided trash bags and are asked to complete a data card to record the types and

amounts of litter collected.  Final tallies are sent to The Ocean Conservancy to be included in their annual,

international report.

The Keep Lincoln & Lancaster County Beautiful Program is partially funded by a grant from the

Litter Reduction and Recycling Fund administered by the Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality.



XXX



JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

09/21/2006 08:15 AM

To "Ben Schiltz" <ben.schiltz@gmail.com>

cc commish@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
MDekalb@ci.lincoln.ne.us, mhunzeker@pierson-law.com

bcc

Subject Re: Support:  County Special Permit No. 06051, Nebraska 
Motorplex race track

Dear Mr. Schiltz:

Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on this application.

Please be advised that this application is tentatively scheduled for public
hearing before the Lincoln-Lancaster County Planning Commission on
Wednesday, October 11th.  The regular meeting begins at 1:00 p.m.  Should
the date or time change for this particular hearing, you will be notified.

A copy of your comments are being submitted to each Planning Commission
member for their consideration prior to the public hearing.  A copy is also
being provided to the applicant's representative.

If you have any questions about the public hearing or this process, please
do not hesitate to contact me.

--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365

"Ben Schiltz"
<ben.schiltz@gmai
l.com>                                                     To

plan@lincoln.ne.gov,
09/20/2006 09:08          council@lincoln.ne.gov,
PM                        mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,

commish@lincoln.ne.gov
cc

Subject
Nebraska Motorplex race track

Hello,
My name is Ben Schiltz and I am writing this letter for show my support for
the proposed racetrack north of Lincoln. As a youth I sometimes have a hard



time finding safe, legal, and affordable activities to fill my free time
outside school and work, especially on the weekends. I often find myself
sitting with several friends in one of our basements' doing nothing and
wishing there were more activities for youth in Lincoln.
One of the major issues surround the proposed racetrack is illegal street
racing. While I've never raced on the streets, I know several of my peers
have and do. When I asked them why, most of them said it's because they
have nowhere else to go to race, especially with the close of the racetrack
in Scribner, NE. I believe opening this track would greatly reduce the
organized street racing in Lincoln by offering a safe and legal place for
people to compete.
I believe this track would offer a safe, legal, and exciting place for the
youth and adults of Lancaster county and ask you to approve Greg Sanford's
application for a racetrack near Lincoln.
Thank you for your time,
Ben Schiltz



















































Thomas S Shafer/Notes 

09/18/2006 07:36 AM

To AHarrell@ci.lincoln.ne.us, amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
BealsFamily@msn.com, bhorton50@hotmail.com, 
bprice@neb.rr.com, campjon@aol.com, 

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 27th & Sumner Pedestrian Signal

----- Forwarded by Thomas S Shafer/Notes on 09/18/2006 07:33 AM ----- 
Scott A Opfer/Notes 

09/15/2006 05:34 PM 
To "Restau, Dennis" <DRestau@esu3.org> 
cc TShafer@ci.lincoln.ne.us, RHoskins@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

Subject 27th & Sumner Pedestrian Signal

Dear Mr. Restau, 

Thomas Shafer forwarded to me your question regarding the operation of the Pedestrian Signal at 27th & 
Sumner.  Please know that when we set these traffic signals, our primary objective is to provide for the 
safety for both pedestrians and vehicles.  Depending on when a pedestrian pushes the button, he or she 
could very well have to wait for a short period before they receive a "WALK".  This is due to the fact that 
we attempt to time the signal at Sumner Street with the signals at 27th & 'A' and 27th & South Streets.  By 
doing so, the large groups of vehicles traveling down 27th Street will hopefully receive green lights, 
obviously having to stop less.  On the surface this may sound like it favors the vehicles and punishes the 
pedestrians.  Actually, it may make pedestrians wait, again dependent upon when they push the button, 
but if you can picture a large group of vehicles coming from either direction, and all of a sudden a 
pedestrian walks up, pushes the button, and the light turns to "RED", forcing that large group of vehicles 
to stop without notice.  You can begin to see to potential for disaster.  When this situation occurs, the 
vehicles are more likely to stop abruptly, potentially causing rear end crashes which could also involve a 
pedestrian standing at the corner or the vehicles just run the light all together.  By attempting to keep the 
pedestrian signal coordinated with the upstream and downstream signals, there is less of a chance that 
these situations will occur.  Now, if a pedestrian pushes the button, has to wait and chooses to cross 
against the light, it's really not much different than a pedestrian crossing at one of the non-signalized 
intersections along this stretch of 27th and the fact that he or she may have to wait, is not unlike the 
situations at the signals at South Street or 'A' Street. At either of those locations, when a pedestrian 
pushes the button, they may have to way as well.   

Again, please know that the current mode of operation is based upon practices used across the country 
and is entirely based upon the safety of everyone involved.  We take great pride in the fact that since the 
early 1980's, our crash rate for streets in Lincoln has continued to decline significantly.  The method of 
operation of pedestrian signals is one of those ways we've been able to continue this trend.  In closing, 
everything my staff does daily, considers safety first.   Sometimes we do things which may appear to be to 
the contrary, but the one thing I tell folks is that we do things as if our own lives depend on it.  If you think 
about it, my friends and family, fellow church members and myself, use these streets daily.  So, our lives 
do depend on how we operate our transportation system.  Thanks for sharing your concerns for traffic 
safety.  If you have any further questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 



Scott A. Opfer, Manager
Traffic & Engineering Services Operations
Public Works & Utilities Dept.
531 Westgate Blvd. Suite 100
Lincoln, NE  68528

Office: (402) 441-7851 



Nicole Tooze/Notes 

09/20/2006 03:20 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes@Notes, Karl A 
Fredrickson/Notes@Notes

bcc

Subject Clarification RE:  06R-181 (Approved 9/18) 

At the public hearing for item 06R-181 on Monday there was a question about the City's share of the local 
match for 319 Project for Holmes Lake Watershed, which is $97,439.  Of that amount, $85,000 is funded 
by the stormwater bond issue and is specifically targeted for the construction project identified in Task 2:  
"Southwest Tributary Stream Stabilization."  As discussed, this BMP demonstration project is consistent 
with both the City's approved CIP and the projects identified for the bond issue.  The remaining City share 
is the in-kind dedication of staff time.

Please feel free to contact me if you have further questions.
Nicole Fleck-Tooze



 
 

Combined Weed Program 
City of Lincoln 

August 2006 Monthly Report  

 
Inspection Activity  
5,212 inspections on 2,553 sites were 
made this year. This is 496 (10.5%) more 
inspections than were made by this time 
last year. 

 
Weed Abatement 
• Made 4,497 inspections on 2,156 sites 

on 1,389 acres. 
• Found 1,853 violations on 702 acres. 
• Found no violations on 283 sites. 
• 1,532 complaints received on 1,292 

sites. 
• Sent 633 notices, 1,462 letters, 

published 138 notifications and made 
13 personal contacts. 

• 1,457 sites cut by landowners. 
• 68 sites force cut by contractors. 
• Cutting is pending on 310 sites. 
 
 

 
 
Noxious Weeds  
• Made 724 inspections on 397 sites on 

2,215 acres. 
• Found 311 violations on 452 acres. 

- 266 musk thistle 
- 25 leafy spurge 
- 3 Canada thistle 

INSPECTION SUMMARY   
4,497 Inspections of 2,156 sites

Letter
58%

Published
5%

None
11%

Direct 
contact

1%

Notice
25%

 

- 2 ornamental purple loosestrife 
- 15 wild purple loosestrife 

• Found no violations on 81 sites. 
• Sent 24 notices, 201 letters, 40 trace 

cards and made 36 personal contacts. 
• 99 control plans have been received.  
• 277 sites controlled by owners. 
• 2 sites controlled by inspectors. 
• Control is pending on 22 sites. 
 

July Activities 
12 Threat to River Conf Planning 
13 Mgt Team Mtg 
20 LPWMA Meeting  
29 Airboat Tour 

 
Planned August Activities 
10 Management Team Mtg 
21-23 Threat to River Conf  
24 LPWMA Tour & Meeting 
25 Set up state fair exhibit 
29 Complaint Database meeting 
29 State Fair 
31 Monthly activity report 
 
 



Ronald Hense 
<r_hense1@yahoo.com> 

09/14/2006 03:58 PM

To pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov, jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov, 
jcook@lincoln.ne.gov, amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov, 
reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov, ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject Supporter of Dragstrip : Requesting to be forwarded to 
planning please.

Lancaster County Planning Commission, 

On Thursday August 31, 2006 GS Motorsports, Inc. with the assistance of attorney Mark Hunzeker 
submitted an application to Mike Decal at the Planning Department for a Motorsports Facility in Lancaster 
County Nebraska located at Branched Oak Road to Davey Road on the east side of Hwy 77 North. I'm 
writing to inform you that I thoroughly support a motorsport facility in Lancaster County and more 
importantly, at that location. This is a step forward for Lincoln and Lancaster County to bring in 
entertainment, private dollars, & reduce the street racing taking place on public roads. I know as a 
registered voter, I can count on you to represent my position on this issue. 

I will try to be at the public hearing regarding this permit. 

Sincerely 

Ronald Hense
5221 West Benton Lincoln, NE.
 402 429-1306

  

Do you Yahoo!?
Get on board. You're invited to try the new Yahoo! Mail. 



"Dave Zachek" 
<dzachek@neb.rr.com> 

09/14/2006 05:08 PM

To <pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>, <amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>, 

cc

bcc

Subject Motorsports Facility

 
 

Lancaster County Planning Commission, 

 

On Thursday August 31, 2006 GS Motorsports, Inc. with the assistance of  attorney Mark Hunzeker submitted an application to Mike 
Decal at the Planning  Department for a Motorsports Facility in Lancaster County Nebraska located at  Branched Oak Road to Davey 
Road on the east side of Hwy 77 North. I'm writing to  inform you that I thoroughly support a motorsport facility in Lancaster County  
and more importantly, at that location. This is a step forward for Lincoln and  Lancaster County to bring in entertainment, private 
dollars, & reduce the  street racing taking place on public roads. I know as a registered voter, I can  count on you to represent my 
position on this issue. 

 

I will try to be at the public hearing regarding this permit. 

 

Sincerely 

 

David W Zachek

1801 SW 17th Lincoln Nebraska 68522

(402)477-7721

 

 



justin willadsen 
<dsf49jjw@yahoo.com> 

09/14/2006 10:26 PM

To pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov, jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov, 
jcook@lincoln.ne.gov, amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov, 
reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov, ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject Motorsports complex for Lancaster Co

Lancaster County Planning Commission,

On Thursday August 31, 2006 GS Motorsports, Inc. with
the assistance of attorney Mark Hunzeker submitted an
application to Mike Decal at the Planning Department
for a Motorsports Facility in Lancaster County
Nebraska located at Branched Oak Road to Davey Road on
the east side of Hwy 77 North. I'm writing to inform
you that I thoroughly support a motorsport facility in
Lancaster County and more importantly, at that
location. This is a step forward for Lincoln and
Lancaster County to bring in entertainment, private
dollars, & reduce the street racing taking place on
public roads. I know as a registered voter, I can
count on you to represent my position on this issue.

I will try to be at the public hearing regarding this
permit.

Sincerely

Justin J Willadsen

634 Parkview Ave
PO Box 401
Eagle NE 68347

dsf49jjw@yahoo.com

John Deere AG Technician

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam?  Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com 



"David Newman" 
<Davidnewman3@hotmail.co
m> 

09/14/2006 11:15 PM

To <pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>, <amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>, 

cc

bcc

Subject motorsport facility in Lancaster County

LancasterCountyPlanning Commission, 

 On Thursday August 31, 2006 GS Motorsports, Inc. with the assistance of attorney Mark Hunzeker submitted an application to Mike 
Decal at the Planning Department for a Motorsports Facility in Lancaster County Nebraska located at Branched Oak Road to Davey 
Road on the east side of Hwy 77 North. I'm writing to inform you that I thoroughly support a motorsport facility in LancasterCountyand 
more importantly, at that location. This is a step forward for Lincolnand LancasterCountyto bring in entertainment, private dollars, & 
reduce the street racing taking place on public roads. I know as a registered voter, I can count on you to represent my position on this 
issue. 

 

I will be at the public hearing regarding this permit. 

 

Sincerely 

 David Newman

1120 Salisbury CT #16

Lincoln, NE68505

 



Justin Pfeiffer 
<ljpfarms@yahoo.com> 

09/15/2006 12:37 PM

To pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov, jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov, 
jcook@lincoln.ne.gov, amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov, 
reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov, ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject motorsport complex

 
   
Lancaster County Planning Commission, 
 
On Thursday August 31, 2006 GS Motorsports, Inc. with the assistance of attorney Mark Hunzeker submitted an application to Mike 
Decal at the Planning Department for a Motorsports Facility in Lancaster County Nebraska located at Branched Oak Road to Davey 
Road on the east side of Hwy 77 North. I'm writing to inform you that I thoroughly support a motorsport facility in Lancaster County 
and more importantly, at that location. This is a step forward for Lincoln and Lancaster County to bring in entertainment, private 
dollars, & reduce the street racing taking place on public roads. I know as a registered voter, I can count on you to represent my position 
on this issue. 
 
I will try to be at the public hearing regarding this permit. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Justin Pfeiffer
4407 R Rd
Talmage Ne 68448
Technician
 

  

Do you Yahoo!?
Get on board. You're invited to try the new Yahoo! Mail. 



"Custom Speed Sound & 
Image" 
<admin@customssi.com> 

09/15/2006 01:17 PM

To <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>, <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<commish@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Please also forward to all planning commissioners...

Dear City Officials,
 
 I am writing this email to show my  support for Mr. Greg Sanford and the building of a NHRA drag strip. I am the  
owner of a automotive performance business, and was just wanting to email you  all to let you know that on a 
business level as well as a personal level think  something like this would be very great for our community and 
state. I believe  this track would bring tax revenue into the town/state. Through the revenue from  resturants, hotels, 
gas stations, and other local businesses. I would also like  to tell you that my business ships out thousands of dollars 
in performance/race  parts to surrounding states and citys that have such establishments and is  continually growing 
due to the rapidly growing rate of the automotive racing  sports industry. I am sure this establishment would help 
increase  local business for other automotive businesses also which in turn would once  again bring more tax 
revenue into the community. If any of you would like to  contact me i have listed my personal cell phone number as 
well as personal email  below. Please respond to this email when you have time to let me know that you  have 
recieved it. Thanks for your time and consideration...
 
Sincerly,
 
Joshua Ekstrum
 
Personal Cell # (402)217-0408
Personal Email j_ekstrum@yahoo.com
 
 
 
Custom S.S.I.
www.CustomSSI.com
1-888-240-3715 / sales@customssi.com



WebForm 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

09/15/2006 09:38 AM

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Tom Weksser
Address:  5940 Garfield St.
City:     Lincoln, NE  68506

Phone:    525-6471
Fax:
Email:    thomckean@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:
To: Lincoln City Council
Re:  Zoning change Pius X

I strongly urge you to oppose the zoning changes for the following reasons.

Piux X has not had adequate parking for their students for many years.  Their 
student’s improper parking, litter, racing, etc. have been a concern to us.  A 
few years back, I called their principal about the problem.  He said:  How do 
you know it is our students?  (Perhaps the uniforms?)  They are public streets 
and that wasn’t the school’s problem.  Bottom line was it is your problem, not 
the schools, we don’t have to do anything and we won’t.

Our solution was to restrict parking in the neighborhood even though we would 
like to park our own cars in the street in front of our house.  However, one 
street still allows parking, and the students park so far away from the curb, 
that it is at times impassable.

Access out of our neighborhood is nearly impossible on to A Street.  You can’t 
turn left (west) on to A street during rush hour from 58th (or other school 
times/functions).  I have to travel east to Crestline (Clark Jeary corner) in 
order to go northwest every morning.  This intersection is congested, but with 
much patience, you can turn west on to A Street.  A few years ago, I called 
the traffic engineer about putting a trip light on the Crestline & A street 
corner.  He told me that we were spoiled in Lincoln.  If I wanted to go 
northwest, I should try to go south to South Street to get out of the 
neighborhood.

Any expansion of the school that will allow for more students to attend will 
only create additional parking problems.  Their current addition of spaces is 
inadequate to meet the needs of the past.  It is only catching up with part of 
the problem that they have been unwilling to face when left to their own 
governance.

The daycare issue will increase the traffic congestion in the area, 
specifically Crestline & A Streets during the busiest times of the day.  
Additional parking doesn’t address this problem.  It is a matter too much 
traffic already and the traffic engineer was not interested in the matter a 
few years ago.  The quality of the surrounding neighborhood has been 
diminished and anything that further detracts from egress out of the 
neighborhood should not be allowed.



I recommend that more off street parking be required for Piux X to address the 
current parking problems.  In addition, I recommend the denial of the daycare 
center, because the increased volume of traffic during rush hour will only 
exacerbate the current problem.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Tom Wekesser
5940 Garfield St
Lincoln, Ne  68506
525-6471
thomckean@yahoo.com



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

09/15/2006 04:19 PM

To plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
commish@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Dragstrip info

Please visit my page. I am just a local drag race lover that dreams of a
track close to home. http://www.myspace.com/sm427



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

09/15/2006 08:46 PM

To plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, commish@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Please forward to: Planning Commissioners

Hello, I was born and raised hear in Lincoln Nebraska. I own my property
work very hard and pay my taxes. I believe that the proposed site for a
Dragstrip in Lancaster county  is hands down the perfect location.
If this location will not work. Will you have other locations to present at
the pubic hearing on Octorer 11th?
I would be willing to do the research on other possible locations if you
would like.
Please let me know thankyou.



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

09/16/2006 11:36 AM

To AHartshorn@werner.com, angi_guenther@hotmail.com, 
chartshorn@neb.rr.com, cody505911@yahoo.com, 
commish@lancaster.ne.gov, commish@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject What is a drag race?

plan@lincoln.ne.gov Please forward to Planning Commissioners

http://www.nhra.com/streetlegal/whatisadragrace.html
Please visit this site. It is very educational. There are links to all nhra
drag race tracks and there web sites. You can see there schedule of events
to get an idea of what goes on at a drag strip.

Some of the permits needed for drag strip:
*Special Use permit : Lancaster County Planning Department
*Ground water appropriation: Lancaster County Health Department
*Septic permit: Lancaster County Health Department
*Storm water pollution prevention plan: NDEQ, NRD
*Highway 77 Access permit : Nebraska Dept of Roads
*County road maintenance agreements: Lancaster County
*Building code/electrical/health: state/local agencies
*NHRA drag strip requirements

 - nhra link.wpd



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

09/16/2006 07:40 PM

To cpr.life@yahoo.com, commish@lancaster.ne.gov, 
commish@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, plan@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject Permit#SP06051Dragstrip

Please forward to Planning Commissioners

Kansas has three (3) NHRA drag strips. Iowa has two (2). Nebraska has one
(1) in Kearney the western part of our state. Please feel free to contact
the tracks or people from the surrounding areas. To find out what great
things the tracks have done for there communities. Im sure you will find
that buisnesses are thriving, Families have come together and people have
passion and love there towns! I beleive The proposed area is ideal! The
track can be put in lower and burms built up the sides. Trees will be
planted and the sound levels will be very low. Please let us have our track.
Thankyou local supporter

 - division_5 (2).htm



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

09/16/2006 07:46 PM

To cpr.life@yahoo.com, commish@lancaster.ne.gov, 
commish@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, plan@lincoln.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject Permit#SP06051Dragstrip2

The message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Shortcut to: http://www.nhra.com/streetlegal/division_5.html

NHRA tracks

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent
sending or receiving certain types of file attachments.  Check your e-mail
security settings to determine how attachments are handled.

 - division_5.url



Cbstokes1@aol.com 

09/19/2006 05:42 PM

To Cbstokes1@aol.com

cc

bcc

Subject OMALiNK Can Now Serve Lincoln...Press Release

 

 

OMALiNK Can Now Serve  Lincoln...Press Release

 

FOR MORE INFORMATION,  CONTACT:                                                  FOR  IMMEDIATE 
RELEASE

Chris Stokes

OMALiNK,  Inc.

Phone: (402) 770-6145  (cell)

Email: cbstokes1@aol.com

 

OMALiNK Can Now Serve  Lincoln, PSC Reverses Decision
Company Affirms Limousine Authority, and Gains Open Class  Authority to Operate its Vans 

within Lincoln

 

Lincoln-September 19, 2006—OMALiNK, the scheduled van  shuttle service offered between 
Lincoln, Omaha, and Eppley Airport has received  the decision from the Nebraska Public 
Service Commission (NPSC) on its appeal to  provide transportation within Lincoln on a zone 
basis. The decision comes at the  end of an almost five month long legal process consisting of 
hearings and  appeals.  OMALiNK has gained the  ability to offer its customers travel options 
besides just Lincoln and Omaha, which it was  previously limited. The commission upheld the 
decision to grant OMALiNK  authority for operating Limousines in LancasterCounty, and 
reversed it previous decision to deny  OMALiNK the authority to take people within Lincolnon a 
zone  basis.

 

“This is great news for the people of Lincoln…The people  asked for more transportation options 



within our city.  The Public Service Commission listened  to them, and granted authority to 
another transportation provider in Lincoln,” says OMALiNK  president, Chris Stokes.  
“OMALiNK will provide another option for  both Limousine service, as well as a van service 
that charges on a zone basis  around Lincoln.    For many years the only  options for 
transportation around Lincolnwas VIP Limousine and the taxicab  company, both of which were 
operating as a monopoly,” said Stokes. “OMALiNK will  NOT be a taxi service, but provide a 
service that utilizes vans and charges on a  zone or hourly basis.”  For example,  OMALiNK will 
now able to pick people up at their houses and take them to the  Lincolnairport, or any other 
destination within  Lincoln.  

 

The original core OMALiNK service operates between  Lincoln and Omaha, using a fleet of 
passenger vans that  depart every two hours, starting at 5 a.m. OMALiNK has safely transported 
over  23,000 passengers between the two cities. The vans conduct a city-to-city loop  throughout 
the day with the last van departing Omahaat 11 p.m. Times are often flexible with  prior 
arrangement; and OMALiNK will usually stay and wait for you if your flight  is delayed. The 
vans make regular stops in Lincolnat the Universityof Nebraska, and a number of local  hotels.  
The vans travel on I-80 to  Omaha, with regular stops in downtown Omaha, and the airport  
terminal at Eppley Airfield.   Passengers may also make special requests to be picked up and 
dropped off  at alternative exits along I-80.

 

Reservations are encouraged to guarantee a seat, and are  taken using the OMALiNK web site (
www.omalink.com), via telephone at  475-LiNK (5465), or though local travel agents. Walk-up 
customers are also  welcome to travel on a space available basis.  ###



Wayne Boles 
<WBOLES@telesis-inc.com> 

09/20/2006 03:17 PM

To "LincolnJSEd&ReaderNetwork (E-mail)" 
<krutledge@journalstar.com>

cc

bcc

Subject City Funding

If we assume that our friends and neighbors who work in City of Lincoln
government are continuously streamlining procedures and implementing
cost-savings, informed citizens and community leaders should be insisting
that the City of Lincoln's budget be commensurate with the combined consumer
price index rate and the population change rate.

During the last 12 months, while the consumer price index grew by 3+%, the
population of Lincoln* grew by 1%, justifying an increase of 4+% in the City
budget.

The City budget, however, decreased from $131.6 million to $130 million.
One variable being one less pay period in the new '06-'07 budget.  Another
variable is the declining sales tax revenues.  In last year's budget, sales
taxes accounted for 42% of the budget, while declining to 41% this year.
Some suspect that unreported and uncollected taxes on internet sales account
for this decline.  At any rate, a lot of important items were cut in this
year's budget and each citizen will eventually feel the impact.

A Democracy cannot function unless the governed provide positive
solution-oriented participation.  If we are to count on our local government
for economic development support, infrastructure, safety, security and a
myriad of human services, we must properly fund our government.  If sales
taxes become unreliable, our government will have no choice but to look for
other revenue sources.  The forcing of internet vendors to collect local
sales taxes would probably require Federal legislation.  In order to
implement local income taxes to replace sales taxes would require State or
Federal legislation.  The City, however, probably has the ability to impose
occupation taxes.

If we are to enjoy a viable local government, we must help choose the
solutions, while insisting that our City government be efficient and
adequately funded.

Wayne Boles
506 University Towers
128 N. 13th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
(402) 434-5973

*Lincoln Population:
7/1/2005:  239,213
7/1/2006:  242,562
--Kent Morgan, City-County Planning Dept.



Twyla Hansen 
<twylahansen@alltel.net> 

09/20/2006 07:35 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

bcc

Subject RR Crossing at 44th & Cornhusker Hwy.

TO: Lincoln City Council

CC: Coleen Seng, Mayor

FROM: Tom & Twyla Hansen

RE: RR Crossing at 44th & Cornhusker Hwy.

DATE: Sept. 20, 2006

This is in response to an article in Monday's Lincoln Journal Star that
may come before the city council because of a petition drive to close
the railroad crossing at 44th & Cornhusker Highway.

We have lived in the vicinity of 44th & Cornhusker since 1966: first
Tom with his parents at 4209 Colfax, then Tom, I and our family at 3601
N. 44th St., and since 1972 we have lived at 4140 N. 42nd St. Circle.
Our son and his family now live near 44th & Colfax Circle.

Trains and train whistles are a fact of life in northeast Lincoln. Over
the years they have and have not bothered us, depending on which way
the wind blows and if we have the windows open at night. But we
certainly understand how they would bother those who live closer to the
crossing, especially now that there are so many more trains through
Lincoln. The newspaper article says that "trains are required to blow
their horns  as they approach railroad crossings that don't have
adequate safety devices such as flashing lights and crossing gates."
However, this crossing has both flashing lights and crossing gate arms.

The RR crossing at 44th & Cornhusker is very convenient for us, by
vehicle, bicycle or by foot. If the RR crossing is closed there, we can
drive further to 48th St. or 33rd St. to reach our destination.
However, this closing would become less convenient when we are on a
bike or on foot. Often we connect with the John Dietrich bike trail
just south of the tracks at 44th & Cornhusker to go to East Campus or
downtown.

So, if the crossing is closed at 44th St., it would be about a mile
between crossings for bikes or pedestrians. There is a sidewalk along
the south side of Cornhusker Hwy. from 44th St. to 48th St., but not
from 44th St. to 33rd St.

Rather than taking the drastic step of closing the crossing, could
something be done to mitigate the train whistle noise? We've heard of
technology that narrows the path of sound waves. Could BNSF be
approached with this idea? Also, could  trees be planted along that
stretch of Cornhusker Hwy. from 48th to 35th Street to help soften the
noise? We've often thought this would be a way to beautify the area.

Whether the RR crossing is closed or not, we hope that the traffic
light at 44th & Cornhusker stays. It is a busy area with nearby
businesses, homes and apartments, and was a dangerous intersection



before the light was installed.

Thank you.

Tom & Twyla Hansen
4140 N. 42nd St. Circle
466-5839



"Ben Schiltz" 
<ben.schiltz@gmail.com> 

09/20/2006 09:08 PM

To plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, commish@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Nebraska Motorplex race track

Hello,
My name is Ben Schiltz and I am writing this letter for show my support for the proposed 
racetrack north of Lincoln. As a youth I sometimes have a hard time finding safe, legal, and 
affordable activities to fill my free time outside school and work, especially on the weekends. I 
often find myself sitting with several friends in one of our basements' doing nothing and wishing 
there were more activities for youth in Lincoln. 
One of the major issues surround the proposed racetrack is illegal street racing. While I've never 
raced on the streets, I know several of my peers have and do. When I asked them why, most of 
them said it's because they have nowhere else to go to race, especially with the close of the 
racetrack in Scribner, NE. I believe opening this track would greatly reduce the organized street 
racing in Lincoln by offering a safe and legal place for people to compete. 
I believe this track would offer a safe, legal, and exciting place for the youth and adults of 
Lancaster county and ask you to approve Greg Sanford's application for a racetrack near Lincoln.
Thank you for your time, 
Ben Schiltz





"Sheila Wall" 
<sjwall@neb.rr.com> 

09/21/2006 01:48 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Downzoning  40th & A Neighborhood

    Our concern with our older neighborhood is that single family houses are being purchased by investors and 
turned into duplexes.  The lots are not big enough.  Most of these houses only have single stall garages.  People now 
own at least two cars.  

There is not enough parking areas.  

 

                                    Sheila Wall



AD D E N D U M 
T O 

 D I R E C T O R S’  A G E N D A
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2006   

I. MAYOR -

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of September 23
through 29, 2006 - Schedule subject to change.

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Long Range Transportation Plan Is Focus Of Open
Houses. 

II. CITY CLERK - NONE 

III. CORRESPONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C. MISCELLANEOUS - 

1. Letter from Dwaine W. Rogge - RE: North 56th & Arbor Road Redevelopment
Plan. 

2. Letter from Waylon Marr - RE: Water District.  

3. E-Mail from Patricia A. Olson - RE: In support of the downzoning of my
neighborhood-40th & A Neighborhood. 

4. Letter from Bruce J. Bohrer, Lincoln Chamber of Commerce, Senior Vice
President & General Counsel-Public Policy - RE: The Lincoln Chamber of
Commerce supports the North 56th Street & Arbor Road Redevelopment Plan in
the form approved by the Planning Commission.  

5. E-Mail from Susie Dunn - RE: In support for the zoning change request made by
the 40th & A Neighborhood Association - Application #06040.   

daadd092506/tjg













Patty Olson 
<pao@unlserve.unl.edu> 

09/25/2006 08:10 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject 40th & A Neighborhood

In addition to my phone call to your office, I wish to reiterate my support
of the downzoning of MY neighborhood.  There are sufficient duplex/rental
units in Lincoln, so creating these housing units in thriving neighborhoods
is NOT necessary.  Your cooperation will be appreciated.

Patricia A. Olson
4220 Mohawk Street
Lincoln, NE 68510 





"S.M. Dunn" 
<mls2551@alltel.net> 

09/25/2006 09:34 AM
Please respond to

mls2551@windstream.net

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject

I am writing to express support for the zoning change request made by the 40th 
& A Neighborhood Association (Application #06040)  The Association's efforts 
to support and sustain the character and quality of the neighborhood has 
resulted in noticable efforts on the part of several residents to make 
property improvements and  participate in the Association's activities.  
Residents that I have spoken with support the request and see it as beneficial 
for them and the neighborhood.

I too belive the the zoning change requested makes sense for the neighborhood 
as a whole, and I encourage your support of the application.

Sincerely,

Susie Dunn
4000 Garfield St.
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